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to  listen  to  the discussion of  the  thesis “Moral enhancement  should not be 
pursued	because	it	is	a	threat	to	Freedom”.	Julian	Savulescu	from	the	Oxford	
University	defended	the	negative	position.	He	argued	that	increased	altruism,	




















from	 the	University	 of	Wellington	 argued	 against	moral	 bio-enhancement.	
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an  alternative  to  individualistic  selection  principles. According  to  procrea-


















































the	 lack	of	principle	 to	guide	us	 in	 real	 life	problems,	 it	 is	unoriginal,	and	
that	 integrative	 bioethicists	 usually	 cite	 each	 other.	 Bracanović	 concluded	
that integrative bioethics is a huge project that received significant amount of 
money from the Croatian government and that this money could have been 
putted	 in	much	better	 usage.	 In	 a	discussion	 that	 followed	afterwards	Rob	
Sparrow	warned	Bracanović	to	be	more	cautious	when	declaring	something	
pseudoscience	because	 integrative	bioethics	 jargon,	which	he	characterised	















maybe	 for	 the	criticism	of	 integrative	bioethics.	Zoran	Todorović	 from	 the	
University	of	Belgrade,	one	of	the	co-chairs	of	this	panel,	asked	Bracanović	
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grative	bioethics	 also	has	 some	 specific	 features,	 stated	 Janović,	 such	as	 a	
wide	membership	basis,	from	the	Catholic	Church	to	higher	education	unions,	
which	 is	 very	 interesting,	 and	 has	 no	 clear	 political	 agenda,	 unlike	 Praxis	
group.	 In	 the	 discussion	Rob	Sparrow	noticed	 that	 the	 list	 of	 international	












































tionably	contributed	 to	 the	human	enhancement	debate.	But,	 the	“Regional	
Bioethics”	part	of	the	conference	has	shown	severe	organisational	deficien-
cies.	At	the	beginning	of	the	conference	we	had	a	praiseworthy	opportunity	to	
listen	to	the	Savulescu–Harris	confrontation	about	moral	enhancement	issues,	
but	in	the	“Integrative	Bioethics”	panel	we	have	only	heard	presentations	that	
were	focused	on	the	criticism	of	integrative	bioethics.	This	is	even	stranger	
in	the	light	of	the	fact	that	Vojin	Rakić,	one	of	the	conference	organisers,	has	
participated	in	conferences	and	proceedings	which	were	a	part	of	the	integra-
tive	bioethics	project.	Even	more,	he	was	very	well	acquainted	with	the	main	
researches	in	this	field.	It	is	hard	to	say	what	were	the	reasons	for	this	kind	
of	selection	of	speakers,	but	it	is	necessary	to	alert	that	this	type	of	one-sided	
approach,	which	does	not	give	the	possibility	to	the	international	audience	to	
create	an	independent	view,	is	something	that	should	not	be	allowed	in	any	
community that aims to be scientific.
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